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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant's "Amendment B" deposited on October 17, 2003 has been considered. 
Claim 25 is amended. New claims 26-29 have been added. Claims 1-29 are 
pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments filed on October 17, 2003 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Please note, Examiner cites particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that, in preparing responses, the 
applicant fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the 
claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 

Applicant remarks that the "Examiner specifically point out how Geller et al. 
teaches detect(ing) and eliminat(ing) incompatibilities in a result when those 
incompatibilities are caused solely by bounceback behavior". Furthermore, Applicant 
remarks that "Examiner specifically point out a teaching of Geller et al. that specifically 
anticipates modification of a result based on a bounceback behavior". 
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The Examiner directs Applicant's attention to col. 10, lines 61-63, where Geller 
discloses rules are needed to define valid and invalid configurations and parameters 
and constraints are utilized to defined rules for the configuration. The parameter 
corresponds to a data object available or filed. It is used to contain save, calculate, 
compare, and display information (col. 10, lines 64-66). The constraints establish the 
rules that define the valid relationships between parameters (col. 1 1 , lines 3-4). 
Constraints govern the retrieval, calculation, and display of information in a 
configuration form (col. 23, lines 46-48). Furthermore, a constraint will evaluate to true 
or false, valid or invalid, for a given data condition (col. 23, lines 53-54). Specifically, 
the constraint is applied, or turned on or off, by use of a formula in the "UsedWhen" 
property of the constraint (col. 26, lines 16-18). The "UsedWhen" property includes a 
formula (col. 28, lines 39-40), which is displayed in a formula builder window. The 
formula builder window allows the navigation amongst various parameters and queries, 
select logical functions, and build a logic formula that evaluates to a true or false 
condition to control the application of the particular constraint (col. 28, lines 56-64 and 
col. 26, lines 16-36). An example is taught in Geller, where a set of constraints is used 
to configure a particular automobile product line. If a user selects a product line of 
automobiles called Gluon and further selects the Sound tab which features two 
selectable option "Standard" and "Electronic AM/FM Stereo/Cassette" to indicate that 
these options are available for selection (col. 24, lines 48-67). However, if a user 
selects the Meson product line and selects the Sound tab that now features two 
selectable options "Standard" and "CD changer (6 Discs)" to indicate that these options 
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are available for selection. The "Electronic AM/FM Stereo/Cassette" is not available for 
this product line (col. 25, lines 24-33). 

Therefore, such parameters and constraints which are utilized to define the rules 
for the configuration, wherein the parameters contain the save, calculate, compare and 
the constraints govern the retrieval and calculation and the "UsedWhen" property are 
considered the modifying of the results by detecting and eliminating incompatibles 
caused solely by bounceback behavior. Applicant's recitation in claim 1 "read on" this 
disclosure. 

These claims were given the broadest reasonable interpretation in an effort to 
reduce the possibility that these claims, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly 
than is justified. See In re Prater, 415 F2.d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-551 
(CCPA 1969). 

Applicant remarks that in Claim 2 "Geller et al. does not teach identification of 
domain members as being incompatible due to bounceback behavior, Geller et al. 
cannot anticipate generating a configuration page on which incompatible domain 
members are not marked based on this criteria". 

Examiner notes that Geller does teach the identification of domain members as 
being incompatible due to bounceback behavior. In col. 25, line 64 - col. 26, line 5, 
Geller discloses particular options are particular to a selected product line, and are the 
result of a query to a database which fills in the options information based on the 
particular product line. The options and particular product line is dependent upon 
parameters, queries, and user input. Furthermore, the options are defined by 
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constraints (col. 26, lines 11-15). The constraint is applied, or turned on or off, by use of 
a formula in the "UsedWhen" property of the constraint (col. 26, lines 16-18). The 
"UsedWhen" property includes a formula (col. 28, lines 39-40), which is displayed in a 
formula builder window. The formula builder window allows the navigation amongst 
various parameters and queries, select logical functions, and build a logic formula that 
evaluates to a true or false condition to control the application of the particular constraint 
(col. 28, lines 56-64 and col. 26, lines 16-36). Such constraint which is applied to the 
options is considered identification of domain members as being incompatible due to 
bounceback behavior. 

Applicant remarks that "Geller cannot teach any of the several limitations of 
Claim 5 associated with bounceback". Specifically, Geller does not teach the 
bounceback detection module adapted to modify the result by detecting and eliminating 
incompatibilities caused solely by bounceback behavior. 

Examiner directs Applicant's attention to the Examiner's response to Applicant's 
previous remarks regarding Claim 1 . 

Applicant remarks that "Geller et al. does not teach the modified result of Claim 
5, Geller et al. cannot anticipate use of the modified result for generating a configuration 
page, as recited in Claim 6". Furthermore, Applicant remarks that "Geller does not 
teach identification of domain members as being incompatible due to bounceback 
behavior". 

Examiner directs Applicant's attention to the Examiner's response to Applicant's 
previous remarks regarding Claim 1 and Claim 2. 
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Applicant remarks that Geller does not disclose a method for detecting 
bounceback behavior associated with a configuration problem, as recited in Claim 9. 

Examiner directs Applicant's attention to the Examiner's response to Applicant's 
previous remarks regarding Claim 1. 

Applicant remarks that Geller does not teach "setting a bounceback detection bit 
vector associated with each non-selected domain member so that each of the 
bounceback detection bit vectors indicates bounceback behavior; setting an elimination 
flag associated with each non-selected domain member of the particular variable so that 
each of those elimination flags indicates that its associated domain member is 
tentatively eliminated; and setting a bounceback detection bit vector of an eliminated 
domain member to indicate which variable caused its elimination, as recited in Claim 9". 

Examiner notes that Geller discloses the recitation above. Geller discloses the 
rules define valid and invalid configurations and parameters and constraints are utilized 
to defined rules for the configuration (col. 10, lines 61-63). The parameter corresponds 
to a data object available or filed. It is used to contain save, calculate, compare, and 
display information (col. 10, lines 64-66). The constraints establish the rules that define 
the valid relationships between parameters (col. 11, lines 3-4). Constraints govern the 
retrieval, calculation, and display of information in a configuration form (col. 23, lines 46- 
48). Furthermore, a constraint will evaluate to true or false, valid or invalid, for a given 
data condition (col. 23, lines 53-54). Specifically, the constraint is applied, or turned on 
or off, by use of a formula in the "UsedWhen" property of the constraint (col. 26, lines 
16-18). The "UsedWhen" property includes a formula (col. 28, lines 39-40), which is 
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displayed in a formula builder window. The formula builder window allows the 
navigation amongst various parameters and queries, select logical functions, and build 
a logic formula that evaluates to a true or false condition to control the application of the 
particular constraint (col. 28, lines 56-64 and col. 26, lines 16-36). In Figures 16A and 
16B and col. 26, line 59-col. 27, line 12, Geller discloses a plurality of parameters which 
are shown in association with the Sound parameter group, that includes SoundSystem, 
SpecialSoundOptionsAvailable, CD and AMPWattage. Certain of these parameters 
include an associated group of constraints. The SoundSystem parameter has 
associated therewith a plurality of constraints, show as Q SSList (a query constraint), X 
Standard (a discrete constraint), And SpecialOptionLists (a string list constraint). The 
constraint associated wit the AmpWattage parameter has associated therewith the 
constraints WattageRange (a range constraint) and NAWhenStandard (a discrete 
constraint). As an example is when the SpecialOptionLists string type constraint is 
selected. The properties of the selected constraint include a Name at of 
SpecialOptionList, an object type of TbtStringConstratint, a UsedWhen property, and a 
String property. The UsedWhen property includes a formula, (col. 28, lines 32-41) In 
Figure 19, the formula builder window is displayed when the UsedWhen property is 
activated (col. 28, lines 56-58). The formula builder comprises a variables window, a 
functions window, and a formula window, (col. 28, lines 65-67). A label is displayed at 
the top of the window to indicate the particular path being evaluated which in this case 
is: Parameters. Interior.SoundSystem. Constraints. SpeicaloptionsListList. UsedWhen. 
The variable window provides a hierarchical display of the parameters and queries. The 
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function window displays a collection of logical functions which can be applied to define 
predetermined conditions for application of the associated constraint, for example 
Lookup, Display, DisplayWhen, UsedWhen, and UsedExceptWhen. The formula is: 
UsedWhen (Parameters. Interior.Sound.SpecialSoundOptions Available=True). This 
expression resolves to the Boolean state (true or false) of the parameter appearing in 
formula. If the application of data and user input causes the parameter 
SpecialSoundOptionsAvailable to be true, the UsedWhen formula evaluates as true, the 
string list indicated by the SpecialOptionLists is applied, thereby causing the display of 
the data values shown, (col. 28, line 65 -col. 29, line 32) 

Such parameters associated with a group of constraints and wherein the 
properties of the selected constraint include a Name at of SpecialOptionList, an object 
type of TbtStringConstratint, a UsedWhen property, and a String property are 
considered setting a bounceback detection bit vector associated with each non-selected 
domain member so that each of the bounceback detection bit vectors indicates 
bounceback behavior; an elimination flag associated with each non-selected domain 
member of the particular variable so that each of those elimination flags indicates that 
its associated domain member is tentatively eliminated; and a bounceback detection bit 
vector of an eliminated domain member to indicate which variable caused its 
elimination, as recited in Claim 9. 

Applicant remarks that Geller cannot teach initializing the elimination flag, as 
recited in Claim 10. 
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Examiner directs Applicant's attention to the discussion above pertaining to 
Claim 9. 

Applicant remarks that "Applicant is not able to find teachings that indicates that 
the particular variable associated with the selected domain member is responsible for 
elimination of the non-selected domain members", as recited in Claim 12. Furthermore, 
Applicant remarks that "Applicant is not able to find teachings of not indicating 
bounceback behavior as a result of subsequent constraint propagation", and "a 
bounceback detection bid vector associated with that non-selected domain member", as 
recited in Claim 1 3. 

Examiner directs Applicant's attention to the discussion above pertaining to 
Claim 1 and Claim 9. 

Applicant remarks that "Applicant is not able to find teachings of overriding the 
tentative elimination of a non-selected domain member in response to the bounceback 
detection bit vector", as recited in Claim 14. Furthermore, Applicant remarks that 
"Applicant is not able to find the copying the bounceback detection bit vector associated 
with the eliminated domain member", as recited in Claim 15. 

Examiner directs Applicant's attention to col. 26, lines 39-40) Geller teaches the 
constraint is applied, or turned on or off, by use of a formula in the "UsedWhen" property 
of the constraint (col. 26, lines 16-18). The "UsedWhen" property includes a formula 
(col. 28, lines 39-40), which is displayed in a formula builder window. The formula 
builder window allows the navigation amongst various parameters and queries, select 
logical functions, and build a logic formula that evaluates to a true or false condition to 
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control the application of the particular constraint (col. 28, lines 56-64 and col. 26, lines 
16-36). In Figures 16A and 16B and col. 26, line 59-col. 27, line 12, Geller discloses a 
plurality of parameters which are shown in association with the Sound parameter group, 
that includes SoundSystem, SpecialSoundOptionsAvailable, CD and AMPWattage. 
Certain of these parameters include an associated group of constraints. The 
SoundSystem parameter has associated therewith a plurality of constraints, show as Q 
SSList (a query constraint), X Standard (a discrete constraint), And SpecialOptionLists 
(a string list constraint). The constraint associated wit the AmpWattage parameter has 
associated therewith the constraints WattageRange (a range constraint) and 
NAWhenStandard (a discrete constraint). As an example, the SpecialOptionLists string 
type constraint is selected. The properties of the selected constraint include a Name at 
of SpecialOptionList, an object type of TbtStringConstratint, a UsedWhen property, and 
a String property. The UsedWhen property includes a formula, (col. 28, lines 32-41) In 
Figure 19, the formula builder window is displayed when the UsedWhen property is 
activated (col. 28, lines 56-58). The formula builder comprises a variables window, a 
functions window, and a formula window, (col. 28, lines 65-67). A label is displayed at 
the top of the window to indicate the particular path being evaluated which in this case 
is: Parameters. Interior.SoundSystem. Constraints. SpeicaloptionsListList.UsedWhen. 
The variable window provides a hierarchical display of the parameters and queries. The 
function window displays a collection of logical functions which can be applied to define 
predetermined conditions for application of the associated constraint, for example 
Lookup, Display, DisplayWhen, UsedWhen, and UsedExceptWhen. The formula is: 
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UsedWhen (Parameters. Interior.Sound.SpecialSoundOptions Available=True). This 
expression resolves to the Boolean state (true or false) of the parameter appearing in 
formula. If the application of data and user input causes the parameter 
SpecialSoundOptionsAvailable to be true, the UsedWhen formula evaluates as true, the 
string list indicated by the SpecialOptionLists is applied, thereby causing the display of 
the data values shown, (col. 28, line 65 -col. 29, line 32) 

Such combination of the parameters associated with a group of constraints, 
formula builder which includes a variables window, a functions window, and a formula 
window and "UsedWhen" property are considered the overriding the tentative 
elimination of a non-selected domain member in response to the bounceback detection 
bit vector and the copying the bounceback detection bit vector associated with the 
identified domain member to the bounceback detection bit vector associated with the 
eliminated domain member. 

Applicant remarks that "Applicant is not able to find teachings of identifying a join 
corresponding to a disjunction; logically ANDing the bounceback detection bit vector; 
and copying the resulting bounceback detection bit vector to the bounceback detection 
bit vector associated with the eliminated domain member", as recited in Claim 16 and 
Claim 23 . Furthermore, Applicant remarks that "Applicant is not able to find teachings 
of identifying a join corresponding to a disjunction; logically ORing the bounceback 
detection bit vector; and copying the resulting bounceback detection bit vector to the 
bounceback detection bit vector associated with the eliminated domain member", as 
recited in Claim 17 and Claim 24. 
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Examiner directs Applicant's attention to col. 30, lines 38-49, Geller discloses a 
formula builder window, which is utilized to define a formula for application of a 
constraint to a parameter. The formula builder window includes a Variable window, a 
Function window, and a Formula window, as discussed above. In addition a ValidWhen 
function is utilized. Furthermore in col. 31 , lines 20-29, Geller discloses the formula 
constraint is useful for assigning an invalid value to a constrained parameter. Use of 
the various functions such as Lookup, Display, DisplayWhen, ValidWhen, and 
ValidExceptWhen, allow a logical condition associated with a parameter to be 
calculated. Such formula builder which includes a Variable window, a Function window, 
and a Formula window is considered identifying a join corresponding to a disjunction; 
logically ORing the bounceback detection bit vector; logically ANDing the bounceback 
detection bit vector; and copying the resulting bounceback detection bit vector to the 
bounceback detection bit vector associated with the eliminated domain member. 

Applicant remarks that "Applicant is not able to find teaching of domain members 
identified as being eliminated due to bounceback behavior are not marked", as recited 
in Claim 18. 

Examiner directs Applicant's attention to the discussion above pertaining to 
Claim 1 and Claim 2. 

Applicant remarks that "Applicant is not able to find teaching of identifying a 
domain member causing the eliminated domain member to be eliminated" or copying 
the bounceback detection bit vector associated", as recited in Claim 22. 
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Examiner directs Applicant's attention to the discussion above pertaining to 
Claim 2 and Claim 15. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



Claims jj/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 5,844,554 to Geller et al. Regarding claims 1-8, Geller discloses a method 
and system for performing a product configuration, (col. 3, lines 24-40; col. 10, lines 44- 
53) the method comprising: receiving user input specifying at least one selected 
domain member (col. 3, lines 24-40; col. 16, lines 1-15; col. 10, lines 44-53); 
propagating the constraints over the received user input thereby producing a result the 
identifies incompatibilities between the domain member caused the at least one select 
domain member (col. 11, lines 3-27; col. 23, line 46 - col. 24, line 47; col. 24, lines 59- 
col. 25, line 52; col. 26, lines 16-44); modifying the result by detecting and eliminating 
incompatibilities caused solely by bounceback behavior (col. 10, lines 64- col. 11, line 
27; col. 12, lines 51-56; col. 18, line 26 - col. 19, line 9; col. 23, line 46 - col. 24, line 47; 
col. 24, lines 59-col. 25, line 52; col. 25, line 64 - col. 26, line 44; col. 28, line 56 - col. 
29, line 32). Furthermore, Geller disclose generating a configuration page based on the 
modified result so thdt domain members identified as being incompatible due to 
bounceback behavior are not marked as conflicted choices on the configuration page 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



States. 
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(col. 25, lines 1-45; Figures 14A-14B, 15A-15B); providing the configuration of the user 
(col. 25, lines 1-45; Figures 14A-14B, 15A-15B); repeating steps included in the method 
until the product configuration is complete (col. 10, lines 7-28); and the method is 
implemented by a set of software instructions running on a computer (col. 1, lines 6-9; 
col. 10, lines 13-17; col. 12, lines 51-56). 

Regarding to claims 9-10 and 21 , Geller discloses a method for detecting 
bounceback behavior associated with a configuration problem (col. 11, lines 3-27; col. 
23, line 46 - col. 24, line 47), the method comprising: receiving a domain member 
selection for a particular variable (col. 3, lines 24-40; col. 1 6, lines 1 -1 5; col. 1 0, lines 
44-53); setting a bounceback detection bit vector (Examiner has interpreted bit vector 
as parameter) (col. 10, line 64 - col. 11, line 2; col. 29, lines 34-col. 30, line 4) 
associated with each non-selected domain member of the particular variable so that 
each of those bounceback detection bit vectors indicates bounceback behavior (col. 13, 
lines 52-61; col. 18, lines 7-8); setting an elimination flag associated with each non- 
selected domain member of the particular variable (col. 11, lines 3-11; col. 13, lines 52- 
61; col. 18, lines 7-8); propagating the constraints to identify eliminated domain 
members of the variables; setting the bounceback detection bit vector of the eliminated 
domain members to indicate which variable caused their elimination; setting the 
elimination flag of each of the other eliminated domain members; initializing the 
bounceback detection bit vector for each domain member of each variable; and 
initializing the elimination flag for each domain member of each variable. (Col. 10, lines 
64- col. 11, line 27; col. 12, lines 51-56; col. 18, line 26 -col. 19, line 9; col. 23, line 46- 
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col. 24, line 47; col. 24, lines 59-col. 25, line 52; col. 25, line 64 - col. 26, line 44; col. 
28, line 56 - col. 30, line 4; col. 30, line 5- col. 31 , line 29). 

Regarding claims 11-14, Geller discloses the receiving step includes receiving a 
plurality of domain member selection associated with a corresponding number of 
particular variables, and the setting and propagation steps of the method are performed 
for each domain member selections (col. 3, lines 24-40; col. 10, line 64 - col. 1 1 , line 2; 
col. 16, lines 1-15; col. 10, lines 44-53); the bounceback detections bit vectors that 
indicate bounceback behavior indicate the particular variable associated with the 
selected domain member is responsible for elimination of the non-selected domain 
members; confirming the tentative elimination of a non-selected domain member in 
response to the bounceback detection bit vector associated with the non-selected 
domain member not indicating bounceback behavior as a result of subsequent 
constraint propagation; overriding the tentative elimination of a non-selected domain 
member in response to the bounceback detection bit vector associated with that non- 
selected domain member indicating bounceback behavior despite subsequent 
constraint propagation. (Col. 10, lines 64- col. 11, line 27; col. 12, lines 51-56; col. 18, 
line 26 - col. 19, line 9; col. 23, line 46 - col. 24, line 47; col. 24, lines 59-col. 25, line 
52; col. 25, line 64 - col. 26, line 44; col. 28, line 56 - col. 30, line 4p; col. 30, line 5- col. 
31, line 29). 

Regarding claims 15-17 and 22-24, Geller discloses the step of setting the 
bounceback detection bit vector of an eliminated domain member to indicate which 
variable caused that domain member's elimination includes: based on the constraints, 
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identifying a domain member causing the eliminated domain member to be eliminated; 
copying the bounceback detection bit vector associated with the identified domain 
member to the bounceback detection bit vector associated with the eliminated domain 
member; wherein the step of setting the bounceback detection bit vector of an 
eliminated domain member to indicate which variable caused that domain member's 
elimination includes: based on constraints, identifying a join corresponding to a 
disjunction or conjunction; logically ANDing or ORing the bounceback detection bit 
vectors associated with the domain members included in the join thereby producing a 
resulting bounceback detection bit vector; and copying the resulting bounceback 
detection bit vector to the bounceback detection bit vector associated wit the eliminated 
domain member. (Col. 23, line 46 - col. 24, line 47; col. 24, lines 59-col. 25, line 52; col. 
25, line 64 - col. 26, line 44; col. 28, line 56 - col. 30, line 4; col. 30, line 5- col. 31 , line 
29) 

Regarding claim 18-20, and 25, Geller generating a configuration page based on 
the modified result so that domain members identified as being eliminated due to 
bounceback behavior are not marked as conflicted choices on the configuration page 
(col. 25, lines 1-45; Figures 14A-14B, 15A-15B); providing the configuration of the user 
(col. 25, lines 1-45; Figures 14A-14B, 15A-15B); wherein steps of the method are 
repeated each time a user submits one or more domain member selections (col. 10, 
lines 7-28); and the method is implemented by a set of software instructions running on 
a computer (col. 1, lines 6-9; col. 10, lines 13-17; col. 12, lines 51-56). 
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Regarding claims 26 and 29, Geller discloses a method and a computer readable 
medium comprising: 

• receiving user input specifying at least a first domain member of a plurality of 
domain members, the plurality of domain members being associated with a 
variable of the product configuration (see at least col. 7, lines 54-61; col. 8, lines 
57-67); 

• propagating one or more constraints associated with the received user input to 
product ,a result that identifies a potential incompatibility of a second domain 
member of the plurality of domain members, the one or more constraints 
characterizing limits on the product configuration (see at least col. 25, lines 14- 
25; col. 26, lines 11-36; col. 28, lines 32-41; col. 28, line 56 - col. 29, line 31); 
and 

• modifying the result by eliminating the potential incompatibility if the potential 
incompatibility is caused solely by the specification of the first domain member 
and constraint propagation resulting from the specification of the first domain 
member (see at least col. 25, lines 14-45; col. 26, lines 10-36; col. 28, lines 32- 
41 ; col. 28, line 56 - col. 29, line 32). 

Regarding claim 27, Geller discloses the constraint propagation involves at least 
one other variable of the product configuration (see at least col. col. 28, lines 31-41; col. 
28, line 56 -col. 29, line 32). 

Regarding claim 28, Geller discloses a system comprising: 
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• means for receiving user input specifying at least a first domain member of a 
plurality of domain members, the plurality of domain members being associated 
wit a first variable of the product configuration (see at least col. 7, lines 54-61; 
col. 8, lines 57-67); 

• means for identifying an incompability in the product configuration, the 
incompatibility being based on the user input and propagation of constraints of 
the product configuration, the identification excluding any incompatibilities 
caused solely by bounceback behavior (see at least col. 25, lines 14-25; col. 26, 
lines 11-36; col. 28, lines 32-41; col. 28, line 56 -col. 29, line 31); and 

• producing a result including the identified incompatibility (see at least col. 25, 
lines 14-45; col. 26, lines 10-36; col. 28, lines 32-41; col. 28, line 56 -col. 29, line 
32). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marissa Thein whose telephone number is 703-305- 
5246. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Smith can be reached on 703-308-3588. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
1113. 

mtot 

January 12, 2004 




